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PER CURI AM

Rem Chide N oku, a native and citizen of N geria, was
found renovable for wllfully msrepresenting or concealing a
material fact to obtain a change in immgration status. 8 U. S.C.
8§ 1182(a)(6) (O (i) (2000). The immgration judge concluded after
a hearing that the Governnment had borne its burden of show ng
removability by clear and convincing evidence. 8 USC
§ 1229a(c)(3)(A) (2000). The inmgration judge then scheduled a
hearing on any applications for relief that N oku mght wish to
pur sue. When neither N oku nor his counsel appeared on the
schedul ed hearing date, the immgration judge entered the fina
order of renoval in absentia.

Nj oku appealed to the Board of Immgration Appeals
(Board) the inmm gration judge s order finding himrenovable. N oku
also filed a notion to reopen the in absentia final order of
removal . The Board affirmed and adopted the inmigration judge' s
order finding N oku renovabl e as charged, affirnmed the in absentia
order of renoval, and denied the notion to reopen. N oku petitions
this court for review of that order in No. 04-1924. Havi ng
reviewed the administrative record and the decision of the Board,
we conclude that substantial evidence supports the finding of
removabi lity. To obtain reversal of a determnation of
removability, an alien “nmust show that the evidence he presented

was so conpel ling that no reasonable factfinder could fail to find
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the requisite fear of persecution.” INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502

U S. 478, 483-84 (1992). W conclude that the evidence here does
not conpel a contrary result. Accordingly, N oku s challenge to
the finding of renovability entitles himto no relief.

In No. 04-1924, N oku al so challenges the Board s deni al
of his first notion to reopen. W have reviewed the record and t he
Board' s order and find that the Board did not abuse its discretion
in denying the notion to reopen. 8 CF.R 8 1003.2(a) (2005);

INS v. Doherty, 502 U.S. 314, 323-24 (1992). In No. 05-1031, Nj oku

seeks review of the Board' s denial of his second notion to reopen
the in absentia order of renoval. Having reviewed the record and
the Board’'s ruling, we find that the Board did not abuse its
di scretion in denying that notion.

Accordingly, we deny the petitions for review in these
appeal s. We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before
the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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